Eric, 


Please find attached to the write-up I mentioned to you on the phone a check so 
that you can send this back when you are done. Feel free to keep this for as long as 
you need and let me know when to send the coins involved. At the moment they 
are on their way to Don Kagin to examine as he has already read the material. 

If, as I hope, you find this interesting enough and informative enough to want to 
add it to you reference library, then just rip up the check and accept this with my 
humble appreciation. 

Again, I do know how busy you are and I thank you from my heart for your taking 
the time to read and become involved. Your opinion is important to not only me 
but to James Taylor at ANACS. 

Historically, I believe you will find that this material removes some of the clouds 
that surround the mystique and mystery of Confederate coinage. The journey to 
this point has not only been enjoyable, but enlightening. 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 
6450 Cecil Ave. St. Louis MO 63105 


Oct. 6, 2008 


Mr. George A. Corell 
26640 Butternut Ridge 
North Olmstead , OH 44070 

Dear George: 

I received your 9/30/ 08 packet following your telephone call about you 25 cent piece. 

I have read your history article already and want to make some suggestions for clarification without expressing 
any opinion. Your write up will certainly go into our liibrary as so much work has gone into the topic 
I was pleased that my friend James Taylor was interested in the matter. 

My preliminary suggestions are as follows: 

There was no image of the coin in my copy. 

On page 8 there is a typo of the word "Reed" which is spelled correctly on p. 16. 

On p. 3 verso there is no signature or date on the quotation. 

The mention of Readers Digest does not give the date of the entry. 

On p. 4 Randall was an active numismatic dealer not really a collector. 

On p. 8 it is said that Lloyd Glover of the National Bank Note Co. wrote a letter on 4/1 7/1861 and it would be 
helpful to publish its full content. 

Gallier & Esterbrock sent in a design and that should have the basis for that statement as well as a details of their 
business, Is the design available? 

In the Appendix who is Brewer as a designer? 

Has what you and Levi wrote been published or is it still in preparation? 

After you receive comments from Don Kagin I would appreciate a copy of it if neither of you has any objection. 

I was fascinated by your mention of the coin scale at Dahlonega as we have such a scle from Savannah. 

Your check will not be cashed. Keep researching. 


Pres. 


George A. Corell 
26640 Butternut Ridge Road 
North Olmsted, Ohio 44070 
(440)725-8351 


October 12. 2008 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Mo. 63105 


Dear Eric, 

I have received you letter of October 6, 2008 and would again thank you for taking the 
time and interest to read the material I sent to you and to reply to me. That is much 
appreciated. 

In the same sense as you tendered you preliminary suggestions for clarification, I would 
like to reply in hopes I can provide at least some of that clarification. The suggestions 
have been taken to heart and, where applicable, I am looking to rework the written 
material. I shall begin with the idea that perhaps that what is so familiar to me leads me 
to say things in a manner that might not be so clear to others. Hence, my diction, 
sentence and paragraph structure will be reviewed with greater clarity for the reader in 
mind. 

One of the first areas or review and rework will be on the coin’s denomination. In your 
first sentence you mentioned the “25 cent piece”. Apparently I did not succeed in making 
the point on denomination. This coin is something other than a 25 cent piece. There is 
no unit of denomination expressed on the coin. It is a “quarter” of something, but that 
something remains unknown. The silver content all but rules out 25 cents though. 

By the time you receive this letter, you should have, via email, the photographs. My only 
excuse is that this material was prepared for ANACS who at the time had the actual coins 
and no need for photographs. In any rewrite or distribution of same, rest assured the 
photos will be included. Your point is well taken, I should have thought to update prior 
to providing this to anyone else. 

As for the typo of Templeton Reid’s name, my human frailty shows through. In spite of 
two others proof reading and Microsoft’s spell check, it got through. Your attention to 
detail is astonishing though, as well as commendable. 
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As I stated to you on the phone, the “Reader’s Digest” version is a colloquial expression 
synonymous with a condensed version. Perhaps I need to change that simply to a 
“condensed” version to avoid contusion. Accordingly, there are no quotation marks or 
attribution simply because the words are mine and not of anyone else. However, the 
longer and more involved version of events appears on and is attributed on the page 
opposite and is attributed to Q. David Bowers from the PCGS website where it appears 
and from which I copied it. 

I was aware that J. Colvin Randall worked either with or for John Haseltine at one time or 
another. I have also read of him as a serious coin collector who worked with Haseltine 
on material for a book that Haseltine published omitting Randall of any credit. I need to 
review this material a bit more and amend as needed. 

Lloyd Glover actually presented a “model” for a coin to Sup’t Elmore in New Orleans on 
April 17, 1861 as stated. The letter mentioned on that page is from Ms. Amy Trammel of 
Dahlonega, Ga. and is reproduced in its entirety in the appendix. She wrote the letter to 
me at my request so that 1 could preserve the story she had to tell. 

Mr.’s Gallier & Esterbrook were Architects in New Orleans. On the back of page 4 and 
opposite page 5 is reproduced a page from Claude Fuller’s book on Confederate Finance 
providing what I know of these gentlemen. In shall amend to include proper attribution 
including publishing date, publisher, etc. about the book. The design submitted in not 
known to exist in any form other than in this description which has been reproduced in a 
number of publications. 1 have taken the term design to be artwork as opposed to it being 
a physical coin of any sort. I have researched the National Archives as well as the 
libraries of several universities to no avail seeking the design. 

Memminger’s letter to Elmore of April 2, 1861 was included in the appendix mostly for 
Memminger’s instructions to Elmore to seek designs “leaving to the North the Eagle and 
its counterpart”. 1 have never researched Mr. Brewer for any other reason than if he was 
a designer he never sent a design to Memminger according to the letter. I have always 
interpreted this reference to Brewer to mean he was a prominent citizen of New Orleans 
rather than a designer. Your point is well taken though and we are looking into just who 
Mr. Brewer might have been. 1 860 census records indicate upwards of a half a dozen 
male Brewers of adult age to be culled out. Harold Levi and I are in process of that as I 
write and should we uncover who he was we shall be more than happy to share that 
information with you. 

I have no objection to sharing any comments Don Kagin might have and will ask him if it 
is alright to share his insights with you. 

1 thought you might enjoy the mention of the Mint scale, knowing you have an interest in 
such matters. To the best of my recollection, the scale was at the Mint when control was 
reassumed by the Union in 1865. I have no idea where it went from there or if it was in 
the building when the building burned in 1878. 
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The book "The Lovett Cent, a Confederate Story” has been published. A copy will be 
arriving to you soon and both Harold and I would like to donate it to you and your 
reference library. We would consider it an honor and pray you accept it so as to join the 
reference section you have so generously contributed to foture numismatists at Washing 
University. 

Keep researching? Like you, we are never likely to stop. 
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A ItEllEL HALF-DIME. 

The Columbus (Ga.) Enquirer says: fl Not 

long since a short statement was made in this paper 

of a Confederate silver quartor- dollar, and mentioned 

it was the first we had ever hoard of such a coin. 

/ 

We hay© received from P. Sid Jones, of Memphis, 
Term., agent of the Millburn Wagon Company, a 
note in which he states that he has in his possession 

a silver 5-ccnt piece which lie got the day after the 
battle of Porryville, Ky., Oct. 9, 1862, when he was 
commanding a company in the Kentucky cavalry 
servico. Ho thus describes the pioco : In dicmoter 

it is about half an inch and of tho tbicknoss of a 
silver 3*eent piece. On one side are stamped around 
the margin 'A United South, 1 and a Confederate ilog, 
Hying from a staff, and the figures 1861. On tho 
reverse, appears 15 stars around the margin, and a 
cotton-stalk with leaves, bloom, and boll.” 


ei)c JSrttf Jjork <S\mc$ 

Published: February 14, 1878 
Copyright © The New York Times 
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Subj: Coin Pictures 

Date: 10/12/2008 9:05:39 PM Central Daylight Time 

From: 

To: 

Eric 

Attached are pictures of my coin and of what is purported to be the John Ford coins from his May 2005 auction at 
Stacks. Michael Hodder tells me that to the best of his knowledge these coins came to John from the F.C.C. 

Boyd collection. There were no receipts or other paper work in John Ford's archives to validate this, only his 
memory of what John had told him. While he concedes they could have come from Virgil Brand, he was far more 
certain it was Boyd. 

Expect a letter in the next few days, I am responding to you letter to provide you a bit more clarity in the issues 
you raised. Thank you again. 

George 



Monday, October 13, 


2008 America Online: 
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Subj: Confederate Cent 

Date: 10£7£0083|4&30PM Central Daylight Time 

Dear George: 

I have just finished reading your book on the Confederate Cent from cover to cover. I thank you for sending it to 
me. I fully realize the quantity of research which went into it. It must give you and your coauthor great satisfaction 
to present so many of the unascertained matters that may be hidden somewhere. You raised enough queries to 
give each of you many more opportunities to fill in the large interstices. 

I do not buy any copies, restrikes or forgeries so I do not have in my collection any of the Confederate restrikes or 
Bashlow copies except the copper paper weight. That weight was given to us as we do accept donations of false 
pieces. It was necessary for you to explain all of the non-original material because it was quite confusing. I am 
amused that I was told long ago that the original dies were given to the Smithsonian at a substantial evaluation to 
get an income tax for Bashlow because he had made so much money from selling his junk. Is that true? 

Poor Bashlow should have stopped smoking or he might have been with us today. 

Thank you again. Eric 


Play online games for FREE at Games.com! All of your favorites, no registration required and great graphics - 

check it out! 


Monday, October 27, 2008 America Online: 
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Subj: Coin Pictures 

Date: 10/12/2008 9:05:39 PM Central Daylight Time 

From: 

To: 

Eric 

Attached are pictures of my coin and of what is purported to be the John Ford coins from his May 2005 auction at 
Stacks. Michael Hodder tells me that to the best of his knowledge these coins came to John from the F.C.C. 

Boyd collection. There were no receipts or other paper work in John Ford's archives to validate this, only his 
memory of what John had told him. While he concedes they could have come from Virgil Brand, he was far more 
certain it was Boyd. 

Expect a letter in the next few days, I am responding to you letter to provide you a bit more clarity in the issues 
you raised. Thank you again. 

George 



Monday, October 13, 2008 America Online: 
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Subj: Re: Confederate Cent 

Date: 10/30/2008 11:58:46 AM C entral Daylight Time 

Dear Eric 

Thank you for the kind email, we are both glad you enjoyed the book. As you noticed, research often leaves you 
with more unanswered questions than you started with. 

I was aware you do not purchase non-authentic pieces. However, in our case, we discovered that understanding 
that phenomena helped clear the clutter toward understanding the authentic pieces. 

Bashlow provided us with a unique situation. For all that can and has been said of Bashlow, he provided a clear 
"cut-off point with the Confederate Centennial as the focus. The sheer volume of his "Second restrikes" was 
significant. His aversion to being indicted or arrested for counterfeiting or forgery was significant. When 
combined with his desire to provide the average collector with a "Confederate Cent" that had some sense of 
"originality" one begins to separate the mere hucksters after him from anybody seeking a legitimate though 
unoriginal collectable. Bashlow seems to have had some altruistic desires in his work, but he most assuredly 
opened the flood gates to the plethora of pure junk that has followed. 

Perhaps as in no other era is there such a passion for the coins, junk and otherwise, based upon their originating 
authority or government. Perhaps in no other area of coinage is there such a clamor to claim "originality" when 
originality is so obviously unavailable. Likewise, perhaps is there no other area in which the buyers are so 
ignorant of the truth, hence our book trying to separate fact from fiction and putting to rest the "agreed upon 
fables" and replacing them with the best available information. 

What I have sent to you concerning the 1/4 coin is in the same sense. What I have compiled is the most 
comprehensive compilation on that coin to date. The coin was struck, restruck and copied and exists without a 

history I believe I have provided that to the best information and deduction based upon verifiable history and 

yes, some hearsay, available. 

I wrote the script with the thought to provoke thought in the reader , for like you, I believe an inquiring mind is our 
best resource in numismatics. 

God Bless 

George 
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Subj: Re: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 

Date: 3/24/2009 10:27:33 P.M. Central Daylight Time 

From: 

To: 

CC: 

Don 

Here is what I sent to all (attachment). Sorry you did not get it the first time. 

Tom was of the opinion that both pieces were of 20th century origins and struck at the same time. Needless to 

say, I respectfully disagree we not only have different alloys but different collars. I believe that speaks to 

different and separate events. Regardless of how, as a pocket piece or in circulation, the original received its 
wear, it has at least a ,20mm loss of diameter due to wear of the reeds. The numbers do not lie. The 
measurements are beyond question as all the gauges are certified and traceable back to the Nation Bureau of 
Standards though the gauge blocks. The company that provided the facilities for the measurement certification is 
both IS09000 and AS9100 certified and current with the registries. The wear is visible on the reeds, in fact my 
original estimate was a loss of radius of ,005in. to ,006in. based upon my experience in metal forming and quality 
control. I have had both coins up on Optical Comparators and stereoptic microscopes and the depth of the reeds 
on the restrike is sharper and appears deeper than that found on a Washington Quarter. My comparative model 
assumes the shallower reeds of the Washington Quarter for the original, If they (the reeds on the original) too 
were deeper; then the wear would be more like the ,005in. to ,006in. in my original visual estimate. Don, I am an 
aircraft parts inspector, Flight Safety Certified by both Sikorsky Helicopter and Bell Helicopter. My professional 
life involves chasing a thousandth of an inch or a ten-thousandth of an inch here and there. 

As for Tom's point concerning wear on the obverse and reverse. There is a difference of ,16mm across the 
high points (a porox.003in /side) . This assumes both coins were of the same thickness to begin with which may 
or may not be true since both coins measure on the field the same yet the original has endured some wear. 

Both fields measure .051 in thick uniformly across the coins. Mitutoyo pin micrometers: certified. 

If I accept Tom's supposition of how a pocket piece wears versus a circulation coin ( I am not sure I do accept it 
either as I think grit in the bottom of the pocket seam would be a more aggressive abrasive and do more wear 
damage to the reeds than the cloth rubbing the features on the obverse and reverse) then this coin is worn just 
the opposite of a pocket piece. The wear is greater on the edge by at least .0001 in. on the radius than on either 
face. 

Hope this enlightens and you enjoy. 

George 

Original Message — 

From: Don Kagin 

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2009 11:33 AM 
Subject: RE: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 

Tom, 

I did not see the email you received from George, but what is your conclusion concerning the authenticity of this 
piece? 



From: US Coins [mailto:uscoins@harlanjberk.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2009 8:58 AM 

To: George Corel!; US Coins; John Dannreuther;^^^^^^^^^^ Don Kagin; David McCarthy 

Cc: 

Subject: RE: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 


Wednesday, March 25, 2009 AOL: 
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Hi George, 

Unfortunately, I must disagree with your theory that the "original" Confederate quarter must have lost 0.2 mm in 
diameter due to wear. The wear on the piece is more typical of a coin that has been carried as a pocket piece 
than a coin that has seen the rough-and-tumble life of a coin in active circulation. Those such coins receive wear 
all over, including on the edge reeding. 

As a pocket piece sliding back and forth against the cloth of the pocket, and perhaps one or more other pocket 
pieces aligned the same way, it would tend to wear on the front and back and not on the edge. Back in 1 978 I 
bought a fire-damaged 1864 half dollar out of a junk box for $2, It was in overall Fine condition, though less than 
flat. I carried i as a pocket piece until I lost it in 2007. During that time I took a full two grades off the obverse and 
reverse, but little off the edge. 

Tom DeLorey 

Original Message 

From: George Corell [mailto:gcorell@wowway.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2009 4:14 AM 

To: US Coins; John Dannreuther; H _ __ 

Cc : 

Subject: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 


Wednesday, March 25, 2009 AOL: 
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Subj: RE: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 

Date: 

From: 

To: 

CC: 

Hi George, 

Unfortunately, I must disagree with your theory that the "original" Confederate quarter must have lost 0.2 mm in 
diameter due to wear. The wear on the piece is more typical of a coin that has been carried as a pocket piece 
than a coin that has seen the rough-and-tumble life of a coin in active circulation. Those such coins receive wear 
all over, including on the edge reeding. 

As a pocket piece sliding back and forth against the cloth of the pocket, and perhaps one or more other pocket 
pieces aligned the same way, it would tend to wear on the front and back and not on the edge. Back in 1978 I 
bought a fire-damaged 1864 half dollar out of a junk box for $2, It was in overall Fine condition, though less than 
flat. I carried i as a pocket piece until I lost it in 2007. During that time I took a full two grades off the obverse and 
reverse, but little off the edge, 

Tom DeLorey 

Original Message 

From: George Corell [mailto:gcorell@wowway.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2009 4:14 AM 

To: US Coins; John Dannreuther; J i 

Subject: The Confederate Fractional 1/4 



Wednesday, March 25, 2009 AOL: 



Gentlemen, 

I am sending out this update on my coin(s) and the continuing efforts toward 
authentication of the original so as to finally reach a conclusion on them. Each of 
you has your own thoughts and opinions based upon what evidence I have already 
supplied, including the necessary informed speculations, connecting some of the 
dots. Now one more dot is connected. 

Tom has stated he thinks that they, meaning the original and re-strike, were 
both struck at the same time and are of twentieth century origin. JD has suggested 
I need to do a die analysis to try and determine if they were struck at the same 
time. Toward that end, several steps have been taken. Photos of both coins both 
obverse and reverse have been taken using a flashlight reflector to display the reeds 
by the local High School Photography department using standard film. I am 
awaiting the proofs on that and if they are clear and acceptable they will be 
scanned and digitized at 600 dpi min. Digital files will be available to any and all 
of you who want them. 

I have made arrangements for the coins to be laid out on a Coordinate 
Measuring Machine (CMM) by an experienced degreed engineer and ASQC 
certified Quality Control professional. This will occur sometime in the next week 
or two. We should be able to lay out the center points of the collar from the coin 
diameter and the center points of both dies from features on the coins. All three 
center points will be superimposed to see relative location. We will also seek to 
determine any rotation from a common point of reference on the edge. 

However, I have already determined the original and re-strike were coined 
using different collars based upon diameter. Mindful that the two coins involved 
are in different states based upon wear, it becomes necessary to determine the 
original diameter of the “authentic” or original coin before we can actually 


determine collar diameter. Both coins measure very close in diameter yet the 
original or authentic one shows significant wear of the reeds when compared to the 
re-strike; which is in pristine condition. The questions are: How much diameter 
has been lost to wear? How can I reconstruct that wear and determine the original 
diameter? 

I chose a comparative approach using standard Washington Quarters and a 
statistical model. I know that the standard size or collar for a U.S. Quarter is 
24.3mm and when compared to actual measurements from coins I can gain insight 
into size relative to collar by using gem unc. Quarters to understand the size 
relative to collar in an uncirculated coin and at the same time I can gain a sense of 
wear by using similarly worn coins relative to collar. All measurements were 
taken using a Mitutoyo model CD-6”P digital caliper calibrated against certified 
gauge blocks. All coins were supplied for this analysis by “Bald Eagle Coins” of 
Canfield, Ohio. All coins were selected by the owner of the shop along with me. 

A series of seven (7) Bright, Gem Uncirculated Washington Quarters of 
various years were selected and measured for diameter. One measured 24.28mm 
and the other six measured 24.29mm. With a 24.30mm collar and the mode 
measurement a mere .01mm (approx. .0004in) less we have a standard to compare 
the Uncirculated Re-strike Confederate % piece to and get an estimate of the collar 
size used to strike it. With the Uncirculated Confederate Re-strike measuring 
25.73mm we can estimate it was made using a collar no greater than 25.75mm. 

A similar number (7) circulated and worn Washington Quarters of various 
years was assembled and measured. IT should be noted that of the coins available 
none displayed as much wear on the reeds as the original Confederate piece. One 
was quite close in wear and the others were close but noticeably less worn on the 
reeds. The coins measured from a low of 24. 1 0mm on the one piece close in wear 
to a high of 24. 1 7mm on the coin showing the least wear. Most were at or below 


24.15mm. From this I can conclude I need to add back at least ,20mm to the 
original Confederate piece to get near its original size. The original Confederate 
piece measures 25.69mm and would therefore have been at least 25.89 or better 
when struck. This equates to about ,004in. to .005in. on the radius or .008 in. to 
.OlOin. on the diameter, and amount roughly equal to what I find the difference to 
be on the thickness between the two pieces. From this I know the original was 
struck using a collar no less than 25.90mm though likely it was 26.00mm. 
Interestingly the French Mint had a 26.00mm collar from use on a 40 Franc piece a 
few years before. I have not determined if they had any other 26.00mm coins. 

Therefore, the re-strike piece was formed in a collar no larger than 25.75mm 
and the original piece was formed in a collar no less than 25.90mm though likely 
closer to 26.00mm. 

I will forward the digital files on the reeds when I get them. I do hope you 
folks find this informative and interesting, I have. I thank Tom for the challenge 
and JD for the suggestion to die analyze. 


George Corell 


